204;   HISTORY OF BABYLONIA AND ASSYRIA.

Though successful in all the great campaigns
down the seacoast from Sidon to Ashkelon and up
the slopes of the hill country to within fifteen
miles of Jerusalem,1 Sennacherib had, nevertheless,
failed in the main object of his expedition. Jeru-
salem still stood, and but for pestilence it would
have been a smoking ruin, as Ekron. Hezekiah
still reigned, and that with increased prestige, and
but for pestilence he would be a captive in Nine-
veh, as was Zidka, king of Ashkelon. Ethiopia
was left free to continue its peaceful assimilation
of Egypt, and but for the pestilence Assyrian gov-
ernors would be ruling its fertile valleys as even
now they held sway in Ashdod. Sennacherib's
failure in the west justified in every particular
the foresight and statesmanship of Isaiah, and the
echo of the prophet's words would resound when
the empty boasts of the defeated king were known
only to quiet students. For twenty years longer

des Volkes Israel, p. 204), and Hommel (Dictionary of the Bible, ed. Hast-
ings, i, p. 188, col. 2) It is, on the other hand, not accepted by Kittel (Die
Buc?wr der Konige, p. 291), Maspero (Tfie Passing of the Empires, p. 293),
McCurdy (History, Prophecy, and the Monuments, h, pp. 800, ff, 428-431),
and Meinhold (Die Jesajaersahtungen and Jesaja und seine Zeit), The ob-
jections to Winckler's rearrangement into two campaigns are, briefly, these:
1. There is no mention anywhere of a second attack on Jerusalem by Sen-
nacherib 2, The passage 2 Kings six, 7, has to be rejected without any
other reason than to make the passage fit the theory. 3 It involves a com-
plete overturning of the Hebrew traditions, as represented in the book of
Kings, and supported by the prophetic passages in the book of Isaiah
See further a most incisive and convincing criticism of this theory of
Winckler by Cheyne, Introduction to the Book of Isaiah, pp. 234, 235.

1 Lachish is the modern Tel-el-Hesy, and Libnah must be sought in the
immediate neighborhood. According to Eusebius it belonged at a later
time to the district of Eleutheropolia (modern Beit Jibrin).